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Reply. This is altogether a mistake. If yon re»d 

through all the formnlaries of the Church of £D«hind, 
•Ud of any other Protestant Churches, you will find no 
inch notions tangbt, nor any such pretended text cited. 

Objection 18. — Protestants will hare the trial of 
tpirits to be made only by the written word, and not by 
the living voice of the pastors of the Church, or by ad- 
hering to them or their authority. 

Their Bible prescribes a different rule ( 1 John ir. 6) — 
He that knoweth God keareth us (the pastors of the 
Church) ; he that is not of God heareth not us : by this 
w>t know the spirit of tmth and the spirit of error. 

Reply The Apostle John and the other Apostles of 

the liOrd, were divinely inspired, and proved their im- 
mediate commission from heaven by the miracles they 
wrought. Protestants hold themselves bound to hear 
them, which they do by studying their writings which 
have come down to lis, and comparing with these what- 
soever is taught by uninspired men. 

You may observe that, in order to condemn Pro- 
testants for their procedure, it was found necessary to 
foist in the words " the pastors of the church," which is 
not in the Bible. 

If any "pastors of the chHrch" teach doctrines at 
Tariance with what an Apostle has taught in his writings, 
H is plain that to follow them is not to * ' hear the Apoetle," 
but to be led by the spirit of error. 

Objection 19. — Protestants reject unurritten tradi- 
tions. 

Their Bible expressly recommends them (2 Thess. ii. 
15) — Brethren, stand fast and hold the traditions which 
J« have been tauffki, whether by word or our epistle. 

Reply Protestants are aware, as, indeed, every 

one must be, that of things that are reported — i.e., tradi- 
tions — some are true and some false, and some have 
a mixture of truth and falsehood. The test that they 
apply is Scripture — the very touchstone recommended 
in this tract. 

Any tradition that is confirmed by Scripture they re- 
ceive as genuine ; any that is at variance with Scrip- 
ture they reject ; and any that is neither confirmed nor 
contradicted by Scripture, they leave at large, to be be- 
lieved or rejected by each man according to his own 
judgment. 

As for those who had themselves heard Paul preach, 
they would be likely, if attentive hearers, to remember 
eorrectly what he taught. But those who heard their 
report of it, and those again who heard the report of 
these, and so on through fifty or a hundred intermediate 
reporters, would he likely to depart somewhat from the 
correct statement of the Apostle's preaching. And, 
ittoreover, crafty persons might designedly introduce 
lomething into their reports, to serve some purpose of 
their own ; even as the Pharisees, in our Lord's time, 
had " made the Word of God of no effect tfarongh their 
tradition." 

And it is remarkable that almost the only tradition 
mentioned in Scripture as having gained carrency 
among Christians, during the life-time of the Apostles, 
bad even then become fedsified— ./oAn ssi. 23 — " Then 
went out this saying abroad among the brethren, that 
that disciple should not die." 

To guard against such danger in future ages, the 
Apostles committed their doctrines to writing; and the 
Scriptures which they have left us serve as a touchstone 
to try what traditions are to be trusted and what not. 

Objection 20 — Protestants take for their rule of 
faith the Scripture, as interpreted by their own prioatt 
judgment. 

Their Bible tells them (2 Pet. i. 20) that no prophecy 
of the Scripture is of private interpretation. 

Reply. — The passage here quoted from St. Peter is 
not inconsistent with the Protestant view of the right 
of private judgment in the interpretation of Scripture. 
Tor it relates not to the doctrines, precepts, or histories 
of Scripture, but to its prophecies ; and the sens« 
of it seems to be, that a prophecy is not — ^like 
a precept or narrative — to be interpreted from the 
Tery words in whieh it is written, but is to 
be explained from the event which fulfils it. Thus, the 
ancient prophecies concerning the death andj-esurrec- 
tion of the Christ, were not understood, either by the 
Jews generally or by the disciples of Jesus, till after 
their fulfilment ; and then we read of bis " opening their 
minds to understand the Scriptures, saying. Thus it is 
written, and thus it behoved Christ to suffer and to enter 
into his glory." 

And with respect to the right which the Romish 
Church arrogates to itself of supreme authority, both in 
the interpretation of Scripture and on other points, Pro- 
testants mar feel assured that if St. Peter, as Romanists 
pretend, had been the supreme ruler on earth of the 
Christian world, and had appointed that the Bishops of 
Rome should hold the same rule for ever after, he would 
not have failed to state it in this his very last epistle, 
written when he was expecting soon to be removed from 
this earth, and for the express purpose of reminding his 
converts of what it was most important for them to re- 
member and observe. 

Objection 21 — Protestants maintain that the Scrip- 
ture is clear, and plain to be understood ; aad that tba 
nnlearned run no risk in reading and interpreting it. 

Their Bible assures them (2 Pet. iii. 16) that in the 



Scripture are some things hard to be understood, which 
they that are unlearned and unstable uirest to their own 
destruction. 

Reply.— This passage from St. Peter is misquoted. 
The Apostle is speaking of St. Paul's epistles, in which 
he says "are some things hard to be understood, which 
they that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do 
also the other Scriptures, to their own destruction." But 
he does not, on this account, dissuade any of his con- 
verts from reading them ; he only reminds them that, 
"seeing they know these things before," they are to 
"beware lest, being led away with the error of the 
wicked, they &11 from their own steadfastness." Itwas, 
therefore, some moral fault (self-conceit, and want of 
humility perhaps) which caused these " unlearned 
and unstable" persons to wrest the Scripture to their 
destruction. 

(T© be continued.) 



MANNER IN WHICH ROMAN CATHOLIC CON- 
TROVERSIALISTS QUOTE BISHOP JEREMY 

TAYLOR. 
In our September number we had to offer some com- 
ment on a letter written to us by " Warner Christian 
Search" on 2 Maccabees, ch. xii. See page 107. 

We had then to observe on the use which " W. C. S." 
made of a passage quoted from Bishop Jeremy Taylor. 
" W. C. S." gave this passage as Bishop Taylor's own 
judgment — " This learned doctor . . . thus expresses 
himself." We showed that Bishop Taylor had not 
thus expressed himself, but had only told us what Ro- 
man Catholics say for themselves. We showed that he 
had marked this by the words, " says the Romanist," 
which words " W. C. Search" had left out, to make it 
appear as if Bishop Taylor was giving his own opinion. 

Knowing, as we do, that this is not a solitary in- 
stance, hut a common practice of many Roman Catho- 
lic controversialists, to maintain their cause by dis- 
honest quotations from writers of great name and cha^ 
racter (as if there was no chance of being able to defend 
their cause by truth), we then promised to give other 
instances in which Roman Catholics had dishonestly 
quoted Bishop Taylor, in order that our readers may 
see what hope they can have of being guided into truth 
by such men as seek to defend their cause by the arts 
of falsehood. 

We take our first instance from a discussion, held at 
Hammersmith, near London, in the year 1839, between 
Dr. Cnmming on one side, and Daniel French, Esq., 
Barrister-at-law, a Roman Catholic, on the other. We 
quote from the edition published by Halt & Co., London, 
1851. 

Mr. French thus introduces his quotation from Bishop 
Taylor :— 

" Listen, also, to that renowned doctor of the Pro- 
testant Church, Dr. Jeremy Taylor— a man who, if 
splendour of genius can atone for the enormous crime 
of omitting to embrace that truth which shone so vividly 
in his eyes, will not be destitute of a very large reward 
in the kingdom of heaven." — P. 382. 

Mr. French concludes his quotation thus: 

" This, I say, is a noble concession made to truth, in 

a disinterested hour, by Dr. Jeremy Taylor a man 

whose perspicacity and wisdom shone so luminously 
amid the stupor of surrounding error. Oh ! such words 
as these are, indeed, worthy of the mind that uttered 
them."— P. 383. 

The words should have been truly and fairly stated. 
But before we give the words, to let our readers judge 
of this for themselves, we must tell the purpose of the 
words. 

The book, called the " Liberty of Prophesying," was 
one of the most remarkable books ever published. It 
was the fibst book ever published in the world ex- 
pressly for the purpose of establishing religious liberty. 
Dr. Jeremy Taylor published this book to persuade 
mankind that they ought not to persecute men on 
account of their religious opinions. And there is no 
denying that it is a great glory and a lawful boast of the 
Church of England and Ireland, that a bishop of that 
church (he was a bishop in Ireland) was the first per- 
son that ever wrote a book with this noble object. This 
led him, of course, to consider what religions which are 
false can have to say for themselves — whether they 
have such plausible reasons as might deceive well-mean- 
ing men, so that we should ratlier pity than persecute 
them for being deceived. Where, observe, it is not 
the truth of this doctrine that is in question, but whe- 
ther those who hold it are to be persecuted or tolerated. 

In section 20, he considers the case of Roman Catho- 
lics, whether Protestants should persecute or tolerate 
them. It is from this section that Roman controver- 
sialists take all their false quotations from Bishop Tay- 
lor in favour of their religion. 

The "heading" of the section is as follows: "How 

far the religion of the Church of Rome is tolerable" — 
that is, whether this religion is to be tolerated, or pro- 
scribed and persecuted. This in itself would be enough 
to show any fair man that the subject of the discussion 
was not the truth of this religion. 

The commencement of the chapter states this plainly 
— "Now, concerning the religion of the Church of 



Rome we will proceed another 

way, and not consider the truth or falsity of the doc- 
trines ; for that is not the best way to determine this 
question concerning permitting their religion or assem^ 
biles. Because that a thing is not true, is not argu- 
ment sufficient to conclude that hethat believes it tme is 
not to be endured." But he proposes to consider the 
reasons by which Roman Catholics are ' ' abused" (or 
deceived), in order to argne from that that though their 
religion be false, they are yet to be tolerated and not 
persecuted ; and Ibr that purpose be goes on to state 
what the Roman Catholics say for themselvea. 

What can we say to the honesty of a man who, after 
reading this, gives these arguments as Taylor's ows 
proofs or admissions of the truth of their doctrines ? Yet 
this is what Mr. French does, and all other Roman con- 
troversialists who quote Bishop Taylor as conflrmingf 
their doctrines by his own opinions. 

Mr. French quotes the passage which immediately 
foUows Bishop Taylor's declaration, that he was not 
considering the truth of Rome's doctrine, and says that 
this is Bishop Taylor's " conoee^on made to truth I" Is 
this ikir and honest ? 

But this is not all. It was not enough to hide the 
object with which Bishop Taylor wrote this passage; 
it was necessary, also, to change and alter the passage 
in several important particulars, in order that it might 
seem to bear that sense which Mr. French wished, 
instead of the sense that Bisliop Taylor intended ; and 
Mr. French makes all these changes and alterations 
withont scruple. To show this, we print the passage 
in parallel columns, as Bishop Taylor wrote it and as 
Mr. French changed it. 



UB. FRENCH S <trOTA- 

TION. 

"These following con- 
siderations may very easily 
persuade persons of much 
reason and more piety, to 
maintain that which they 
know to have been the re- 
ligion of their forefathers, 
which had actual possession 
and seizure of men's minds 
and understandings before 
the opposite professions had 
a name ; as, first, its doc- 
trine having had a long 
continuance and posses- 
sion of the church, which, 
therefore, cannot easily be 
supposed in the present 
professors to be a design, 
since they have received it 
for so many ages, and it is 
not likely that all ages 
should have the same pur- 
poses, or that the same doc- 
trines should serve the 
several ends of divers ages. 
Secondly — its long pre- 
scription, which is such 
an advantage that it can- 
not with many arguments 
be retrenched ; as relying 
upon these grounds, to wit, 
that truth is more ancient 
than falsehood, and that 
God would not, for so many 
ages, forsake his Church, 
and leave her iu error. 

(This passage Mr. French 
cut out, because it showed 
plainly what Bishop Tay- 
lor's meaning was.) 



bishop TAYLOR S 
WRITING. 

(This is the conclusion, 
and not the beginning (^ 
the passage, as it stands in 
Bishop Taylor.) 



"And here first 1 con- 
sider, that those doctrine* 
that have had long con>. 
tinuance and possession in 
the church cannot easiljr 
be supposed, in the present 
professors, to be a design, 
since they have received it 
from so many ages, and it 
is not likely that all age* 
should have the same puiu 
poses, or that the same 
doctrine should serve the 
several ends of divers ages^ 

"But, however, long 
prescription is a prejudice, 
oftentimes so insupportable^ 
that it cannot, with manr 
arguments, be retcenched,.' 
as relying upon thesQ 
grounds, that truth is mora 
ancient than falsehood, that 
God would, not, for so many 
ages, forsake his church, 
and leave her in an error. 



" Again, the beauty and 
splendour of that church, 
their solemn service ; the 
stateliness and magnifi- 
cence of their hierarchy ; 
the name of Catholic, which 
they claim as their own due 
and to concern no other 
sect of Christianity; the 
antiquity of their doctrine; 
the continual succession of 
their bishops ; their im- 
mediate derivation from 



" But this consideration 
is to be enlarged upon all 
those particulars, which, 
as they are apt to abuse th^ 
persons of the men, aud 
awMse their understandings, 
so they are instruments of 
their excuse ; and by makp 
ing their errors to be 
invincible, and their opi- 
nions, TuocaH FALSE, yet 
not criminal, make it also 
to be an effect of reaaqi^ 
and charity, to permit the 
men a liberty of their csa* 
science, and let them answer 
to God for themselves, and 
their own opinons ; such 
as are the beauty and 
splendour of their church ; 
their pompous service; the 
stateliness and solemnity 
of the hierarchy ; their 
name of ' Catholic,' which 
they suppose their own 
due, and to concern no. 
other sect of Christians; 
the antiquity of many of 
their doctrines ; the conti- 
nual succession of their 
bishops; their immediate 
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the apostles ; their title 
to succeed St Peter, whose 
pergonal prerogatives were 
so great. 

[Omitted without notica] 

_ "The honourable expres- 
sion concerning this church 
Jrommany eminent bishopsot 
Other inferior Sees, which, 
being old records, have 
obtained a credibility. 

" The mnltitude and 
variety of people which are 
of their persuasion ; 

[Omitted.] 

apparent consent with elder 
ages in matters doctrinal; 
the advantage which is de- 
rived to them by retaining 
the doctrine of the church 
of ancient times. 



[Cutout, of course.] 

the great consentof one part 
with another in that which 
they affirm to be de fide. 
The great differences which 
are commenced among 
their adversaries, abusing 
the liberty of prophesying 
unto a very great licen- 
tiousness: their happiness 
in being instrumental in 
converting divers nations. 
The advantage of monar- 
chical government, 

[Omission without notice,] 

and the benefit which they 
daily en j oy by it ; the piety 
and austerity of their reli- 
gious orders of men and 
women; the single life of 
their priests and bishops ; 
the riches of their church ; 
tlie severity of their fasts 
and other their exterior ob- 
servances ; the great repu- 
tation of their bishops for 
faith and sanctity ; the 
known holiness of some of 
those persons whose insti- 
tutes the religious persons 
DO now imitate and follow ; 
their miracles; 
[omitted, the reader will 
see why;] 

the casualties and accidents 
that have happened to 
many of their adversaries. 

[Omitted.] 



The oblique acts and in- 
direct proceedings of many 
of those who have departed 
from them ; and, among 
many other things, the 
Dame of heretics and schis- 
matic, which they [see the 
words omitted] fosten upon 
all that disagree with 
them." 

[Mr. French places this 
sentence first.] 



[Mr. French, of course, cut 
out this passage altogether, 
as not at all suitable for 
his purpose.] 



derivation from the apos- 
tles ; their title to succeed 
StPeter; the svFPOBiLi,and 
PRETENCE of his personal 
prerogatives ; the advan- 
tage which the conjunction 
of the imperial seat with 
their episcopal hath 
brought to that See; the 
flattering expressions of 
minor bishops, which, by 
being old records, have 
obtained credibility ; the 
multitude and variety of 
people which are of their 
persuasion; apparent con- 
sent with antiquity in 
many ceremonials which 
other churches have re- 
jected ; and a fbetsnsed 
and sometimes an apparent, 
consent with some elder 
ages in UANt matters doc- 
trinal ; the advantage 
which is derived to them 
by entertaining some per- 
soTial opinions of the 
fathers, which they, with 

INFINITE CLAHOUBS, SEE 
TO BE CRIED cp to be a 
doctrine of the church of 
that time ; the great con- 
sent of one part with ano- 
ther in that which most of 
them affirm to be defide ; 
the great differences which 
are commenced among 
their adversaries, abusing 
the liberty of prophesying 
unto a very great licen- 
tiousness ; their happiness 
of being instruments in 
converting divers nations ; 
the advantages of mo- 
narchical government, the 
benefit of which, as well as 
the inconveniences (which, 
though they feel, they con- 
sider not) they daily do 
enjoy; the piety and the 
austerity of their religious 
orders of men and women; 
the single life of their 
priests and bishops ; the 
riches of their church ; the 
severity of their fasts and 
their exterior observan- 
ces; the great reputation 
of their PIBST bishops for 
faith and sanctity ; the 
known holiness of some of 
those persons whose insti- 
tutes the religious persons 

PRETEND TO IMITATE ; 

their miracles, false or 

TRCE, SUBSTANTIAL OR 

iMAGiNARr ; the casualties 
and accidents that have hap- 
pened to their adversaries, 
which, being chances of hu- 
manity, are attributed to 
several causes, according as 
THE FANCIES of men and 
their interests are pleased 
or satisfied ; the temporal 
felicity of their professors ; 
the oblique arts and indi- 
rect proceedings of some 
of those who departed from 
them i and, amongst many 
other things, the names of 
heretic and schismatic, 
which they, with infimteper- 
tinacy, fasten upon all that 
disagree from them ; these 
things, and divers others, 
may, very easily, persuade 
persons of much reason and 
more piety to retain that 
which they know to have 
been the religion of their 
forefathers, which had ac- 
tual possession and seizure 
of men's understandings, 
before the opposite pro- 
fessions had a name ; and 
so much the rather, be- 
cause religion hath more 
advantages upon the fancy 
and affections, than it hath 
upon philosophy and severe 
discourses, and, therefore, 
is the more easily per- 



suaded upon such grounds 
as these, which are more apt 
to amuse than to satisfy the 
understanding " 

Well might Mr. French cry out — "a noble concession 
by Dr. Jeremy Taylor !" So it is, as Mr. French has 
manufactured it : but is it so as Bishop Taylor wrote it? 
If so, why need Mr. French have altered it ? What 
would be said of a lawyer, like Mr. French, who should 
thus manufacture his proofs, in pleading a cause in a 
court? And was the question Mr. French was then 
discussing, lees deserving of a regard to truth ? 

But, after all, Mr. French felt in a difficulty. If so 
great a man as Bishop Taylor did really thus prove that 
the religion of Eome was true, how came it that Bishop 
Taylor never became a Bomanist ? Hear Mr. French's 
answer (page 383;—" I can give you one satisfactory 
reason for it. There are few men who have a contempt 
for earthly lucre, disregarding the silver and the gold, 
and all chance of worldly prosperity. Scarcely had a 
month elapsed after writing that when he was promoted 
to a bishopric of Ireland, and from that moment he drew 
forth his pen with the utmost virulence against the Ca- 
tholic religion." What will our readers say to this, 
when we tell them that that book was first published by 
Bishop Taylor in 1647, foubteen tears before he was 
made a bishop, and that it was republished by Bishop 
Taylor himself in 1664, three years after he was made 
a bishop I 

We shall presently give Bishop Taylor's own answer 
to those who tried to use that book as Mr. French 
has done ; but first we must examine another great 
Uoman Catholic controversialist who has quoted Bishop 
Taylor. This was Dr. Milner, a Roman Catholic bishop 
in England, who lived about thirty-five years ago, the 
author of a book called "The End of Controversy," a 
favourite text-book still with those who argue on that 
side. In part 3, letter 36, Bishop Milner says — " The 
celebrated Bishop of Down, Dr. Jeremy Taylor, reasons 
with equal fairness where he says — ' The object of 
their (the Catholics') adoration in the sacraments, is the 
only true and eternal God, hypostatically united with 
his holy humanity, which humanity they believe ac- 
tually present under the veil of the sacrament. And if 
they thought him not present, they are so far from wor- 
shipping the bread, that they profess it idolatry to do so. 
This is demonstration that the soul has nothing in it 
that is idololatrical ; the will has nothing in it, but 
what is a great enemy to idolatry." Dr. Milner gives 
this as Bishop Taylor's own reasoning, his own de- 
monstration that it is not idolatry to worship the host. 
But Bishop Milner treated Taylor much as Mr. French 
has done : he, too, cut out of the middle of the passage, 
these words — " If their confidence and fanciful opinion 
hath engaged them upon so great a mistake, as without 
doubt it hath. . . ." 

But Bishop Milner must have known well, that in 
that very chapter Bishop Taylor had protested that he 
was not going ' ' to consider the truth or falsity of the 
doctrines," but only whether the men who hold such 
doctrines should be tolerated or persecuted in a Pro- 
testant state. To excuse the men as much as he could, 
in order to gain toleration and safety for them. Bishop 
Taylor stated their own arguments, to move Protestants 
to pity, not to persecute, those who were deceived by 
such arguments. And Bishop Milner was not ashamed 
to represent these arguments as Bishop Taylor's own 
reasoning on the matter ! 

But we have Bishop Taylor's own answer to such 
quotations from this book. He published a second 
edition of it in his "Polemical Discourses," in 1657, ten 
years after its first publication, and in the preface of 
that late edition, he says — " If any one made ill use of 
it, it was more than I allowed or intended to him ; but 
so all kindness may be abused: but if a criminal be 
allowed counsel, he would be scorned if he should avow 
his advocate as the real patron of his crime, when he 
only says what he can to alleviate the sentence." This 
is Bishop Taylor's own answer to those who quote his 
book as Dr. Milner, Mr. French, and the nameless 
writer who deceived " W. C. Search" have done ! 

But even this was not enough. About the year 1664, 
a Roman Catholic controversialist, John Sergeant, tried 
again to use this book of Bishop Taylor's in the same 
way, and Bishop Taylor answered him thus, in the in- 
troduction to the second part of his " Dissuasive from 
Popery" — 

" There are some of your propositions for which there 
is no probable reason or fair pretence in the world ; 
nothing that can handsomely or ingeniously deceive a 
man ; such as is your half communion, worship of images, 
prayers not understood, and some others. . . . But 
it seems 'J. S.' knows my mind for this ; and in my 
' Liberty of Prophesying' my own words (he says) will, 
' beyond all confute, evince it, that they have probabilities, 
and those strong ones too. But now, in my conscience, 
this was unlcindly done, that when I had spoken for them 
what I could, and more than I knew that they had 
ever said for themselves, and yet to save them harmless 
from the iron hand of a tyrant and unreasonable power, * 
to keep them from being persecuted for their errors and 

• Bishop Taylor meani Cromirdl. 



opinions, that they should takethearms I bad lent them 
for their defence, and throw them at my headt But the 
best of it is, though 'J. S.' be unthankful, yet the 
weapons themselves are but wooden daggers, intended 
only to represent how the poor men are cozened by 
themselves; and tbat,under fair and fraudulent pretences, 
even pious well-meaning men, and men wise enough t'a 
other things, may be abused ; and though what I said 
was but tinsel and pretence, imagery and whipt cream, yet 
I could not be blamed to use no better than the best 
their cause would bear : and yet, if that be the best they 
have to say for themselves, their probabilities will soon 
be outbalanced by one Scripture testimony urged by 
Protestants, and ' thou shalt not worship any graven 
image,' will outweigh all the best and fairest imagina- 
tions of their church. . . . 'J. S.' might, if he 
pleased, have considered, that I did not intend to make 
that harangue to represent that the Roman religion had 
probabilities of being true, but probabilities that the 
religion might be tolerated," 

We leave it to our readers now to judge — Ist, of the 
honesty of those who qu»te Bishop Taylor in support of 
Romanism; 2nd, how hard it must be to find argu- 
ments in its favour, when its defenders have to go to 
Bishop Taylor for them, and have to use such arts to try 
and represent him as speaking in its favour ; and, 3rd, 
what hope they can entertain of being guided into 
truth by those that use falsehood and fraud to keep 
men in the religion of the Church of Eome. 



A FEW WORDS ABOUT PRATERS IN AN 
UNKNOWN TONGUE. 
OlJi *T) c& l{ib|tu|- A bcgi)5v;& [co|rbci5e] 
Dj jife bAOiiJib Isibjtuf r6, ACb |t6 D)* : ojit 
d] CYTjeA^ 6AD&>;ije [&] ; bjod 50 l^bfiA^ f^ 
\lil]1)b]&n)\^ii6 f At) fp)ottv;& ; ?Voo ai) cfe bo 
5D| j:&|6g60|iteAcb Af pfe bAO^oib lsvb(tuf 
r6 [cutij] plUnjo'visce, [cum] cgsvrrj, "[ 

[cuitj] compute AC& A. ?V|) cfe l&bpuf A &Cgl)- 

SVO [coirijcise] Af 6 frfeti) f ollunjovi5eA|' ^fe ; 
Acb Awcfe bo 5oit:^i&eA&6)|teAc& polUn)n'vr5i8 
|-6 Ai) eAsUf. [^3Uf] *noir» * 6eAitbftAjc- 
peAcA, b* bct5i& njfe cu5A|B A5 IjvbA^ttc lift 
ceAOSC'vib, Cft&Ab fe At) rocAti bo &6ada& b]B, 
mut)A livfej** "Jfe l^lb A bpo^Uj-juJAb, ijo a 
ijeolAf , 06 A bpjv^SgboiiteACb, i)6 a bccASttfj ? 
C-viUeAb e^le pof tjA o&ice 5A1) adaii) bo 
50I tJUAjm, it)&r P|ol> n8 cUiitrgc, lumj* 
i)b6A|iDA f^Ab eib)ii8eAlu3A& aO a 1)506^6, 
cjopuf bo seAbcA^t a ■pioi* cjt&AS x)vc^A\i q 
AI) bpjob 1)5 4 A" Scl^mnS? 2CA|t At) 
5CfeAbDA ti)?v beijv AI) ctton)pA piiAirt) i)e|rb- 
c\i)ze ttA5, CIA vrlltfleooAf fe p&)i) cuit) caca ? 
?Vr &it)lvi6 fii) Tibfe, n)ui)A UbApcAO} b[i|- 
AcpA i-6c-vi5iiODA ct*6r Af) bceAos-viO, cio^uf 
A)CeODCA]t AI) t)i& labAttCAjt? 6]^ ]V V^ *1 
i)Ai6u|t l&ibeo|xur f]b. %c&i&, (bo ti6i|t n)4 
caiiIa An), AI) oifieAb x\n ^o S^^icib gocAO 
rAb6ti)At), T 1)1 [B^r-v;!] &At)5uc bjob 5A1) cfeill. 
Uirpe X]r) iduda bc>;5e nje bjtfg ad 56CA, 
biA^b n)6 bAjibAitcA A5 ai) c6 labjiuf Ajuf 
[b|Ai&] At) cfe l&bfiur bAjtbA|icA A5nn)rA. 
U^tne f]i) AD cfe l&bfiuf A bceADSifSe 
[co)tt)c)5e] 5ut6g6^r& 30 idaS ^p]}} \e]r Df6 
6lblttti))D1U5Ab. Oitt rt)iv goflD unD-wJe A. 
&t;eAD5'vr6 [coitbcije], bo 30} mo fpio)tAb 
uiiD'ViSe, 5t&eA& ac& mo c>T5fj DeAti)co|tCAC, 
Cp6Ab eile m^ifeAO? bo 66ada m& uiti^MSe 
mr AD fpiop-v;b, 5^8eA8 bo 66ada idS ut"'"*i5® 
pir AD i'C'viSri W)*!* *" ScfeAbDA : bo &6ada 
mfe ceol inr AD fpioffviD, Acb pdf bo 86ada 
mfe ceol pif AD br>!5fe. Nd m& 6ei|x c«. 
bujbeACAf iMf ad fpiop-v;b, c)ODUf a b|ti\r8 
AD C6 ACjk. A D&IC AD CUACA %m6D p^ bfieic 

btt|6eACAir ^-vicfi, T DAc |:eAf bo c|t&Ab a 
beifictt? Oi|t 30 bejtbiD ^T "'aIc benteAf 
cu^-A btt)8gcAf» Sl^go Oi F*^5*^ DCAc ejle a 
poilAmpusAt). beipim A buj&e n^m' ^1*, 
3ii|i mo l&btt-vim bo cgDSCAjb dJ^ rib >rle; 
Oi&eAD bo b'pe&t|t IcAm ctti5 pocAil iDA^lle 
(tern' c'vjfsri bo l&bAinc ]-a DCAS^r, cwtj 
bA0(DeA8 e)le bo ceAS-vifs m*!* ad 3C|&oa, 
DA be)c mjle focA]l A bceAD5>r6 [cojiDcjge]. 
?l 6§jtbftAic(tgcA, DA b(5i8 bu|% letDb a 
bcu)3f| : Acb a bcAob 6jiocn)6]f)e bj5iD Bun 



